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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 7-10, 17, 18, 22-24, 39, 40, 48, 49 and 53-56 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Glaser et al. (4202037) in view of Kim et al. 
(US 6424335). 

Regarding to claims 1, 17, 39 and 48, Glaser discloses user interface for a 
device including a display, for manipulating an object displayed on the display, the 
device executing program instructions for providing the user interface, the user interface 
comprising: a displayed representation of the object (28, Fig. 4a-4c); and a control 
region surrounding the displayed representation of the object and comprising a plurality 
of zones for accepting object manipulation commands via an input device (col. 5, lines 
22-68). 

Glaser does not disclose two modes of user input. However, using two modes of 
user input for inputting information to a display device is well known in the art. Kim, as 
an example, teaches using a mouse mode and a touchpad mode for inputting 
information to a display device (col. 17, lines 9-12). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use two modes of 
user input in Glaser's device. This would have been obvious because two user input 
mode provides more input flexibilities than one user input mode. 

Regarding to claims 2, 7-9, 22-24, and 53-55, Glaser further discloses the zones 
are arranged in a matrix comprising rows of cells, and wherein the object representation 
is located within a cell of the matrix. (See Figs. 4a-4c). 

Regarding to claims 3, 10, 18, 40, 49, and 56, Glaser further discloses a tablet 
for detecting a stylus position, and Kim discloses a mouse and a touchpad (col. 17, lines 
9-12). 

3. Claims 4-6, 19-21, 41, and 50-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Glaser et al. in view of Kim et al as applied to claims 1-3, 7-10, 17, 
18, 22-24, 29, 40, 48, 49 and 53-56 above, and further in view of Scott (5543818). 

Glaser does not disclose a keyboard including keys corresponding to the zones. 

Scott, in the same display field, discloses an input device comprises a keyboard 
(4, Fig 1), and wherein keys (standard and additional keys) on the keyboard are 
selectively assigned to zones (see Fig. 1). 

In light of Scott, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
use Scott's concept in the invention of Glaser so that the zones can be selected by 
using a keyboard. 
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4. Claims 11-14, 25-28, 30, 32, 42-43, and 57-58 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Glaser et al. in view of Kim et al as applied to 
claims 1-3, 7-10, 17, 18, 22-24, 29, 40, 48, 49 and 53-56 above, and further in view of 
Haynes et al (6177941). 

Regarding to claims 1 1 , 25, 42, 57, Glaser does not disclose displaying a menu 
in proximity to a activated zone. 

Haynes, in the same display field, discloses displaying a menu in proximity to a 
activated zone (Fig. 3). 

In light of Haynes, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
use Haynes' concept in Glaser's invention because the additional menu allows the 
display to expand the control region. 

Regarding to claims 12, 13, 26, 27, 30, 32, 43, 58, Kim's mouse mode inherently 
comprises a mouse button (double-click command) for activating a menu. 

Regarding to claims 14, 28 the modified Glaser does not disclose using a voice 
command. However, using a voice command to activate a menu is well known in the 
art. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the well- 
known voice command to activate the menu of the modified Glaser. This would have 
been obvious because the voice command allows the user to activate the menu 
remotely and eliminates the use of the user's hand to control the input device. 
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5. Claims 15, 16, 29, 31, 44, 59 and 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Glaser et al. in view of Kim et al as applied to claims 1-3, 7-10, 
17, 18, 22-24, 29, 40, 48, 49 and 53-56 above, and further in view of Kurtenbach 
(5689667). 

The modified Glaser does not disclose a stroke command. 

Kurtenbach discloses a user interface comprising a pen/stylus for inputting a 
stroke command to activate a menu/zone, wherein the stroke command includes an 
icon indicating a stroke direction. 

In light of Kurtenbach, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to use Kurtenbach's strode command in the user interface of the modified Glaser 
because the strode command allows the user to activate the menu/zone rapidly. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis-Doon Chow whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7767. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sumati Lefkowitz can be reached on 571-272-3638. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/629,129 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 2629 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Dennis-Doon Chow 
Primary Examiner 
Art Uprtf2629 , f: 




D. Chow 
April 2, 2006 



